Abstract
RR = 1.18(95%CI; 0.38 to 3.71) for replacements of attachment systems. There was no difference between ball and magnet systems in medium-term prosthodontic success or repair of attachment systems, but prosthodontic maintenance costs were higher when magnet attachments were used [one study -very low quality evidence]. Only one trial compared ball and telescopic attachments providing very low quality evidence. This Cochrane intervention review clearly described the rigorous inclusion/exclusion criteria necessary for articles to meet the study's eligibility requirements. Following an extensive independent search that was designed to be sensitive for randomised controlled clinical trials, the four authors identified six trials that included a total of 294 mandibular overdentures.
Conclusions
Unfortunately, the authors were unable to identify any eligible trials for maxillary implant overdentures and thus no conclusions could be drawn for implant overdentures in the maxillary arch.
This would indicate, as noted in the review, that there is a great need for further research in this area.
There are a variety of implant retention systems which can be utilised to retain an implant overdenture, but in general, implant attachment systems are made up of just two parts; one part connected to the implant directly or via a bar, and the other 
Practice points
• There is insufficient evidence to determine any significant differences between mandibular implant denture attachment systems and there is an absence of evidence to draw any definitive conclusions for maxillary implant denture attachment systems • For mandibular implant overdentures, a preferred attachment system related to the stated objectives of prosthodontic success, prosthodontic maintenance, patient preference and costs could not be identified • Regardless of the attachment system used for mandibular implant overdentures, improved patient satisfaction should be considered predictable.
